
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/9
70

10
13

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.m
es

-h
al

l]
  4

 J
an

 1
99

7

A nom alous di�usion at the A nderson transitions

Tom iOhtsuki

Departm entofPhysics,Sophia University,Kioi-cho 7-1,Chiyoda-ku,Tokyo 102,Japan

Tohru Kawarabayashi

Institute for Solid State Physics,University ofTokyo,Roppongi,M inato-ku,Tokyo 106,Japan

(February 21,2022)

Abstract

Di�usion ofelectronsin threedim ensionaldisordered system sisinvestigated

num erically forallthethreeuniversality classes,nam ely,orthogonal,unitary

and sym plecticensem bles.Thesecond m om entofthewavepacket< r
2(t)>

at the Anderson transition is shown to behave as � t
a(a � 2=3). From the

tem poralautocorrelation function C (t),thefractaldim ension D 2 isdeduced,

which is alm ost half the value of space dim ension for all the universality

classes.

M etal-insulatortransitionsareoneofthem ostextensively investigated subjectsin con-

densed m atterphysics. Especially interesting isthe quantum phase transition,where the

transition isdriven by changing theparam eterofquantum system sinstead oftem perature.

TheAnderson transition [1,2]isatypicalexam ple,whereextended electronicstatesbecom e

localized with theincreaseofdisorder.

M uch e�orthasbeen devoted toclarifytheAnderson transition,both experim entallyand

theoretically.In them etallicregim ewheretheelectronicstatesareextended,thetransition

isde�ned by the vanishing conductivity � asthe strength ofdisorderW isincreased. Itis

characterized by thecriticalexponents as

� � (W c � W )s; (1)
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with W c the criticaldisorder. In the insulating regim e where the statesare localized,itis

m ostclearly seen by thedivergence ofthelocalization length �loc as

�loc � (W � W c)
� �
: (2)

From theoneparam eterscaling theory,[3,4]theexponent� isrelated to sby theW egner’s

scaling law,[5]

s= (d� 2)�; (3)

d being the dim ensionality ofthe system ,and once � is determ ined,we can predict the

behavioroftheconductivity neartheAnderson transition.

The behaviors of the localization length and the conductivity are conjectured to be

universal,i.e.,� doesnotdepend on thedetailofthesystem .They aredeterm ined only by

thebasicsym m etry ofthesystem undertheoperation oftim ereversalorspin rotation.[5,6]

System swith tim ereversaland spin rotationsym m etryarecalled orthogonalensem ble,while

those with only tim e reversalsym m etry are called sym plectic ensem ble. System s without

tim ereversalsym m etry areunitary ensem ble.

Thevalueof� hasbeen calculated forthreedim ensionalsystem by using the�nite-size

scaling argum ent. Itisestim ated to be 1:4� 0:1 fororthogonalensem ble,[2]1:3� 0:2 for

unitary ensem ble,[8{10]and again 1:3� 0:2 for sym plectic ensem ble.[11,12]These facts

indicatethatthecriticalbehaviorofconductivity aswellasthelocalization length doesnot

depend signi�cantly on thesym m etry ofthesystem .

On theotherhand,recentanalyseson theenergy levelstatisticsattheAnderson transi-

tion show thatthelevelstatisticsdodepend on thesym m etry ofthesystem ,though theyare

independentofsystem sizeorm odel.[11{21]Thisuniversalbehaviorisrelated to thescale

invarianceatthetransition,whereeigenfunctionsshow fractalstructure.Peculiarbehavior

justatthetransition isnow attracting a lotofattention.

In this paper,we num erically discuss electron di�usion at the Anderson transition in

three-dim ensional(3D)disordered system s.Thedi�usion coe�cientbecom essizedependent
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atthetransition,which leadsto theincreaseofthem ean squaredi�usion length < r
2(t)>

as ta with the exponent a < 1.[22]The return probability also decreases as power law,

reecting thefractalstructureofthewavefunction.[23,24]

First we discuss the behavior of< r
2(t) >. As in the percolation theory,[25]let us

assum ethescaling form

< r
2(t)>= Ct

k1f
�

(W c� W )tk2
�

: (4)

In them etallicregim e,< r
2(t)> increasesas2dD twhereD isthedi�usion constant.Itis

related totheconductivity from theEinstein relation,and behavesas(W c� W )s.Therefore,

f(x)should beproportionalto xs in thelim itoflargex.

In theinsulating regim e,thewavepacketceasestodi�useifthedi�usion radiusbecom es

the order oflocalization length. Therefore we have < r
2(t) >� �2loc � (W c � W )� 2� and

f(x)isproportionalto (�x)� 2� when �x islargeenough.From thisargum ent,wehave

k1 + sk2 = 1 ;

k1 � 2�k2 = 0 ;

(5)

and consequently

k1 =
2�

s+ 2�
; k2 =

1

s+ 2�
: (6)

Using thescaling relation s= (d� 2)�,wehave

k1 =
2

d
; k2 =

1

d�
: (7)

W ethereforeexpect

< r
2(t)>� t

2=d
; (8)

attheAnderson transition (W = W c).

Atthetransition,thewavefunction hasfractalstructure.In thissituation,iftheradius

ofthe wave packetisr,the return probability P(t)isproportionalto r� D 2. From (8),we

have
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P(t)� t
� D 2=d: (9)

From the behavior ofP(t),we can determ ine the fractaldim ension D 2. This intuitive

argum entagreeswith the m ore detailed analysisofthe scaling behaviorofthe dynam ical

di�usion coe�cientD (q;!).[23,24]

In theactualsim ulation,wehaveadopted tightbinding Ham iltonian

H =
X

< i;j> ;�;�0

Vi;�;j;�0c
y

i;�cj;�0 +
X

i;�

W ic
y

i;�ci;�; (10)

wherei;jdenotethelatticesite,and �;�0thespin.In theorthogonalcase,Vi;�;j;�0 = V ��;�0 is

real,whileVi;�;j;�0 isV exp(i�i;j)��;�0 with �i;j thePeierlsphasefactorin theunitary case.In

both cases,no spin ip processisincluded.In thesym plecticcase,thehopping isdescribed

by

Vi;�;i� k;�0 = V [exp(�i��k)]�;�0; k = x̂;̂y;̂z; (11)

where�k’sarePaulim atrices.[11,26]W ehaveassum ed thesim plecubicstructurewith the

latticeconstanttaken tobeunity.Only thenearestneighborcoupling isassum ed.Thesite-

diagonalpotentialsW i areassum ed to bedistributed independently,and theirdistribution

istaken to beuniform in therange[�W =2;W =2].

Instead ofdiagonalizing the system directly,we solve num erically the tim e-dependent

Schr�odingerequations.[27,28]W eevaluatethetim e-evolution operatorU(t)= exp(�iH t=�h)

by using the decom position form ula forexponentialoperators.[29]The n-th orderdecom -

position Un satis�esthecondition

U(�t)= Un(�t)+ O (�tn+ 1): (12)

W e have adopted the sam e forth-order decom position,as in the previous papers,[27,28]

given by

U4 = U2(�ipt=�h)U2(�i(1� 2p)t=�h)U2(�ipt=�h) (13)
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with

U2(x)� exH 1=2� � � exH q� 1=2exH qexH q� 1=2� � � exH 1=2;

where H = H 1 + � � � + Hq and p = (2�
3
p
3)� 1. The decom position ism ade so thateach

Ham iltonian H i(i= 1;� � � ;q)should consistofcom m uting term s.

The actualsim ulations have been done in system s with 59� 59� 59 lattice sites for

orthogonaland unitary ensem bles,while 69� 69� 69 lattice sitesare used to discuss the

sym plecticcase.In each case,averageover10independentrealizationsofrandom potentials

hasbeen perform ed. The initialwave packet isbuild by diagonalizing a sphericalsystem

with radiusR = 3located atthecenterofthewholesystem .W eusethewavepacketwhose

energy isclosestto theband center.

To discussthepropertiesatthevicinity ofthetransition,wehavesetW = W c = 16:5V

for orthogonalcase.[2]In the unitary case we assum e that the m agnetic �eld is parallel

to the z-direction,and the m agnetic ux penetrating the x-y plane unit cellis set to be

0.1 tim es the ux quantum . The resulting criticaldisorder is W = W c = 17:8V .[9]For

the sym plectic ensem ble,we have set � = �=6 in (11) and W is again set to the critical

valueW c = 19:0V .[11]Thetim estep ischosen to be�t= 0:2�h=V1 whereV1 isthehopping

am plitudewithoutspin ip process.

W e�rstdiscussthecriticalbehaviorofthesecond m om entofthewavepacket< r
2(t)>

de�ned as

< r
2(t)> c�< tjr2jt> � < tjxjt> 2 � < tjyjt> 2 � < tjzjt> 2

; (14)

wherejt> denotesthestateattim et.In Fig.1,weplotitasthefunction oftim etV=�h for

thethreeuniversality classes.Thesolid linecorrespondsto theorthogonalcase,thebroken

lineto theunitary,and thedotted lineto thesym plecticone.Thestandard deviationswith

respectto10realizationsofrandom potentialcon�gurationsaretypicallylessthan5% .From

thesebehavior,< r
2(t)> c isestim ated toincreaseast

a,with a = 0:67� 0:02fororthogonal

case,0:66� 0:02forunitarycaseand 0:69� 0:02forsym plecticcase.Theexcellentagreem ent

ofa with 2=d = 2=3 con�rm sthescaling form (4)and thescaling relation s= (d� 2)�.
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[Fig. 1 ]

Now we discuss the return probability. In Fig.2,we plotthe tem poralautocorrelation

function [30]C(t)de�ned by theoverlap function between theinitialstateand thestateat

tim etas

C(t)�
1

t

Z t

0

dt0j< t
0j0> j2 =

1

t

Z t

0

dt0P(t0): (15)

Average oflogC(t)over 10 random potentialcon�gurationshasbeen perform ed,and the

standard deviation isindicated fororthogonalcase (the standard deviations forthe other

cases are not shown but they are alm ost the sam e). From the asym ptotic behavior,we

estim ate the fractaldim ension D 2 as 1:5 � 0:2 for orthogonal,1:7 � 0:2 for unitary and

1:6� 0:2 forsym plecticcase.In thecaseoforthogonalensem ble,thevalue1:5� 0:2 agrees

with theresultsobtained previously by thedirectdiagonalization.[24,31,32]Ournew results

forunitary and sym plectic casesshow thatthe fractaldim ensionality D 2 doesnotdepend

strongly on thesym m etry.Theresultsaresum m arized in TableI.

[Fig. 2]

In conclusion,we have studied the di�usion ofelectron in 3D disordered system s at

the Anderson transition by num erically solving the Schr�odingerequation. The anom alous

di�usion r
2(t) � t2=3 has been clearly observed,which is expected from the scaling form

(4)and the scaling relation s = (d� 2)�:The fractaldim ensionality D2 isalso estim ated.

Forallthree universality classes,D 2 is alm ost halfthe space dim ension. It is interesting

to notethatthevaluesD 2 fortwo dim ensionalAnderson transitions,nam ely the quantum

Halland sym plecticsystem s,arealm ostthesam easwell(1:62� 0:02 fortheform er[33,34]

and 1:66� 0:05 forthe latter.[28,35]). Asdiscussed by Brandesetal.,[24,36]the fractal

properties are reected in the tem perature dependence ofthe inelastic scattering tim e �in

at the Anderson transition in relatively high tem perature. Our results for unitary and

sym plectic cases indicate thatalm ostthe sam e tem perature dependencies are observed in

all3D Anderson transitions.
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Finally,letusdiscussthetem peraturedependenceoftheconductivity atthetransition.

By theanom alousdi�usion,therelation between theinelastic scattering length lin and the

inelasticscattering tim eism odi�ed to be

lin / �
1=3

in : (16)

Then thee�ectivedi�usion constantD e� observed at�nitetem peraturesis

D e� �
l2in

�in
� �

� 1=3

in ; (17)

leadingto� � �
� 1=3

in .Atsu�ciently low tem perature,� � 1
in isproportionaltothetem perature

T. Experim entally observed T1=3 behavior ofthe conductivity at the transition is thus

consistentwith the presentscaling argum entusing the scaling relation s = (d� 2)�. Itis

recently suggested [37]thatthescaling relation ism odi�ed in theinteracting system where

Anderson-M otttransition occurs. Carefulinvestigation ofthe tem perature dependence of

theconductivity atthetransition willclarify thenatureofthetransition.

The authors are gratefulto Professor YoshiyukiOno and Dr. T.Brandes for fruitful

discussions.Thiswork isin part�nanced by theGrants-in-Aid 08740327from theM inistry

ofEducation,Scienceand Culture.Thenum ericalcalculationshavebeen in partperform ed

on a FACOM VPP500 ofInstituteforSolid StatePhysics,University ofTokyo.

7



REFERENCES

[1]P.W .Anderson:Phys.Rev.109 (1958)1492 .

[2]B.Kram erand A.M acKinnon:Rep.Prog.Phys.56 (1993)1469.

[3]E.Abraham s,P.W .Anderson,D.C.Licciardello and T.V.Ram akrishnan: Phys.Rev.

Lett.42 (1979)673.

[4]A.Kawabata:Prog.Theor.Phys.Suppl.84 (1985)16.

[5]F.W egner:Z.Phys.B 25 (1996)327;B 35 (1979)4496.

[6]S.Hikam i,A.Larkin and Y.Nagaoka: Prog.Theor.Phys.63 (1980)707,S.Hikam i:

Phys.Rev.B 24 (1981)2671.

[7]A.M acKinnon and B.Kram er:Phys.Rev.Lett.47 (1981)1546,Z.Phys.B 53 (1983)

1.

[8]T.Ohtsuki,B.Kram erand Y.Ono:J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.62 (1993)224.

[9]M .Henneke,B.Kram erand T.Ohtsuki:Europhys.Lett.27 (1994)389.

[10]J.T.Chalkerand A.Dohm en:Phys.Rev.Lett.75 (1995)4496.

[11]T.Kawarabayashi,T.Ohtsuki,K.Slevin and Y.Ono:Phys.Rev.Lett.77 (1996)3593.

[12]E.Hofstetter:cond-m at/9611060.

[13]B.I.Shklovskii,B.Shapiro,B.R.Sears,P.Lam brianides and H.B.Shore: Phys.Rev.

B 47 (1993)11487.

[14]E.Hofstetterand M .Schreiber:Phys.Rev.B 48 (1993)16979 ;B 49 (1994)14726.

[15]Y.Ono and T.Ohtsuki:J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.62 (1993)3813 .

[16]I.Kh.Zharekeshev and B.Kram er:Jpn.J.Appl.Phys.34 (1995)4361;Phys.Rev.B 51

(1995)17239.

8

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9611060


[17]L.Schweitzerand I.Kh Zharekeshev:J.Phys.Condens.M atter7 (1995)L377.

[18]T.Ohtsukiand Y.Ono:J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.64 (1995)4088.

[19]S.N.Evangelou:Phys.Rev.Lett.75 (1995)2550.

[20]E.Hofstetterand M .Schreiber:Phys.Rev.Lett.73 (1994)3137 .

[21]M .Batsch,L.Schweitzer,I.Kh.Zarekeshev and B.Kram er:Phys.Rev.Lett.77 (1996)

1552 .

[22]Y.Im ry:J.Appl.Phys.52 (1981)1817;Y.Im ry,Y.Gefen and D.J.Bergm an:Phys.

Rev.B 26 (1982)3436.

[23]J.Chalkerand G.Daniell:Phys.Rev.Lett.61 (1988)593,J.Chalker:Physica A167

(1990)253.

[24]T.Brandes,B.Huckestein and L.Schweitzer:to appearin Annalen derPhysik

[25]D.Stau�er and A.Aharony: Introduction to percolation theory,Taylor and Francis

(1992).

[26]K.Slevin,J-L.Pichard and P.A.M ello:J.Phys.1 (France)6 (1996)529.

[27]T.Kawarabayashiand T.Ohtsuki:Phys.Rev.B 51 (1995)10897.

[28]T.Kawarabayashiand T.Ohtsuki:Phys.Rev.B 53 (1996)6975.

[29]M .Suzuki;Phys.Lett.A 146 (1990)319;J.M ath.Phys.32 (1991)400;Phys.Lett.

A 165 (1992)387;J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.61 (1992)3015;Com m un.M ath.Phys.163 (1994)

491.

[30]R.Ketzm erick,G.Petscheland T.Geisel:Phys.Rev.Lett.69 (1992)695.

[31]C.M .Soukoulisand E.N.Econom ou:Phys.Rev.Lett.52 (1984)565.

[32]M .Schreiberand H.Grussbach:Phys.Rev.Lett.67 (1991)607.

9



[33]H.Aoki:J.Phys.C:Solid StatePhys.16 (1983)L205;Phys.Rev.B 33 (1986)7310.

[34]B.Huckestein,B.Kram erand L.Schweitzer:Surf.Sci.263 (1992)125;B.Huckestein

and L.Schweitzer:Phys.Rev.Lett.72 (1994)713.

[35]L.Schweitzer:J.Phys.Condens.M atter7 (1995)L281.

[36]T.Brandes,L.Schweitzerand B.Kram er:Phys.Rev.Lett.72 (1994)3582;T.Brandes:

Phys.Rev.52 (1995)8391.

[37]D.Belitz and T.R.Kirkpatrick: Phys.Rev.B 52 (1995)13922;T.R.Kirkpatrick and

D.Belitz:Phys.Rev.Lett.74 (1995)1178,cond-m at/9609211.

10

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9609211


TABLES

TABLE I. Sum m ary oftheexponenta and thefractaldim ensionality D 2 forthreeuniversality

classes.

orthogonal unitary sym plectic

a 0:67� 0:2 0:66� 0:2 0:69� 0:2

D 2 1:5� 0:2 1:7� 0:2 1:6� 0:2

Figure captions

Fig.1:Thegrowth ofthesecond m om ent< r2(t)> c ofthewave packet.Thesolid line

correspondstotheorthogonalcase,thebroken linetotheunitary and thedotted linetothe

sym plectic one.In largetregim e,t2=3 behaviorisclearly seen.

Fig. 2: The tim e-dependence ofthe auto-correlation function C(t). The barsaround

thedata fororthogonalcaseindicatethestandard deviation with respectto 10 realizations

ofrandom potentialcon�gurations.They arealm ostthesam eforalluniversality classes,so

only thosefortheorthogonalcaseareshown forsim plicity.
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